

Professor John K. Lattiiaer 

Department of Urology 

College of Physicians and Surgeons 

620 Vest 168 Street 

Hew York 10052 

Dear Dr. lattiiaer, 



24 October 1968 



In the light of our 
interest the story in today’ 
College of Surgeons* Museum 
JFK and Connolly " ) . 



exchange of letters in February 1967 , I read with particular 
s Hew York Post reporting your address at the International 
and Hall of Fame at Chicago ("Doctor Says One Bullet Hit 



l3esi ' fc f al ' t ‘ to comment on the basis of a press report that may be inaccurate 
or mcomple oj on the arguments you have presented in support of the single-bullet 
theory and the conclusions set forth in the Warren Report. I should therefore be 
grateful to receive the full text of your speech at Chicago, if that is possible. 



Meanwhile, I may perhaps mention some immediate reactions to the thesis vou 
reportedly presented. You claim that the stretcher bullet was, in fact, deformed. 
The flattened side must have been turned away from the camera, then, for photographs 
of the stretcher bullet show it to be undeformed and indistinguishable from the test 
bullets fired into cotton (see Six Seconds in Dallas by J. D. Thompson, page 152). 

You. state that the first bullet fired hit a tree branch, but the- news story 
does not indicate what evidence you presented in support of your conclusion. Perhaps 
I will xind chat in the text of"” your speech, so .1 leave the question aside for the 

v r o- , I nuG« wetice issue 'witz* your fasseitioxi tiiat c±l& second siiov struck, 
xhe back of the President's neck and "came out at the knot of his tie." The bullet 

in question entered, the bacx, not the back of the neck, about four inches below the 
top of the collar, as conclusively shown by the holes in the shirt and coat and by 
the autopsy surgeons' measurement of 5? inches below the tip of the right mastoid" 
process of tne prone body. Since the President was erect when shot, the actual 
distance from the tip of the right mastoid process is greater by about 2 inches— this 
you can easily confirm by experiment. Therefore, the bullet in question could not 
exit at the knot of the tie unless it was on an upward path of flight. 



There is considerable evidence against your conclusion that cno bullet inflicted 
all of Connally'c wounds. Connelly's physicians at Parkland Hospital, after viewing tho 
stretcher bullet, expressed serious doubt that it had produced all hia wounds!' Drs. 
Light and Polcc of tho U.U. Army iidgowood Arsenal "expressed thotujolvoo an being vory 
strongly of tho Opinion that Commlly had boon hit by two dlffomnl biilJofcri" 

.'06). Th's t;n:.;-*J’V JAnm -luipiii'y on Uio Unriv.n Kopnrt. (.lutui 1 0 1 -//) ouiiiiUu Uni 



wound pono tj-ution touts using gelatin and masonite to simulate the path ascribed to 
the stretcher bullet by the Warren Commission. * Although the CBS tests omitted 
simulation of the rib, not ono of their test bullets completed all the penetrations. 
Some faxlcd to penetrate the simulated wrist; not one penetrated tho simulated thigh. 
CsS failed to display any of the tost bullets, and denied my request for photographs 
0-- uotaileci descriptions from winch I might compare their condx.tion with that of 
tho stretcher bullet. 



Your contention that the bullet in question could penetrate four feet of wood 
is certainly arresting, when it could not penetrate masonite in the 'CBS tests, or just 
managed to do so and drop out on the other side completely spent. The prc-ss report 
does not mention the condition in which your toot bullet (s) emerged from four feet of 



wood; 



Co to assume they did not resemble the stretcher hullo 
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,, . , In dlscuss - r *S ^“3 fital head shot, you seen not to have acknowledged or discussed 

the introvertiblo evidence that the bullet that struck the head thrust the President 
very forcefulxy backward and to the left (see SSD. Chapter 5; The Case for Three 
|£sassins by Lifton and Welsh, Eamparts, January 1967; or Accessories After the 
PP- 159-165). ho one has yet been able to refute ny colleagues' and my 
conclusion that this shot came fron the front and right of the car, although the . 
evidence ana arguments have been on record for at least a year. I would°find 
1 , _ ir ‘ c o , - i P-® “- e if any serious scnolar discussed the fatal head shot v.’ithout 
addressing Jaimself to the widely-published evidence that the bullet came from 
"tno right froirc and not frcni "the Depository. 

If I was nonplused by year four feet of wood, I am really awed by your 
experience as a rifleman. You got three hits in a target head (moving target?) 
in oj seconds,, although you are an amateur or believe that any amateur could 
do as well. That casts a most mortifying reflection on the Commission's three 
3 : 0 . 1 . 3. emen ond on CBS— TV's eleven export nmrksmo n . 

Comaassion's three master riflemen fired six series of three shots, 
five oi^ which failed to match your accuracy or speed. CBS-TV's eleven experts 
fired series of three shots, with an over— all average of less than one hit 
por series. Of the 20 series fired within the constraint of 7.5 seconds, the 
average v;a.s 1.2 hits for each throe shots fired. 



If you, a non-^prof ersional , succeeded vrhe 
failed; x r*an on) v hoT**? that *' r ov. Z';0 re nc T, jhero r 
five years ago! 



re so many rifle champions 

. r> 0 -i . 



I look forward to an opportunity of seeing your paper in its entirety 
and will of course withdraw any comments based on the newspaper story which 
may be unwarranted in terms of the full text. 

Youi;s s sincerely,, 

/l | / 

/y'J'5ia li’eagj'jfr 

;’ii yj \ / ‘‘ 1 1 1. !! r 4 , i.por, !. 
li.di Y.n lC, 11. Y. luo I /] 




